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pni^iT^'T^ & rq timentS! 

Claims 1-3, 6, 8, 10 and 12 have been amended. No new matter is introduced herein. 

Claims 1 - 12 are pending. 

Claims 1 - 12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as being directed to non- 
S tatutory subject matter. The Examiner asserts that the claims do not produce concrete resu.ts 
bec a r«the invention requires to programming of the device used by the user after the user 
has inputted the influence factors for different appraisal approaches." Claim 1 has been 
amended to recite: a "computer-implemented method for appra.s.ng a real estate property, 
'storing influence factors and a range of influence factor values/' performing nonlinear 
programming 'according to the stored Influence factors and the stored range of influence actor 
values" and "providing signa.s indicative of an optima, range of appra.sa. values Cla.m 12 has 
been similarly amended. Thus, concrete and tangible resu.ts are proved. Basis for the 
amendment can be found, for example, at p. 11, iine 11 - p. 13, line 5 and p. 15, line 1 - P- 16, 
line 4 (of the substitute specification filed on October 14, 2003); and FIGS, la - lb - 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 1 - 12 under 35. U.S.C. 
§ 101 be withdrawn. 

Claims 1 - 12 have been rejected under 35. U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, as falling to 
comply with the written description requirement. In particular, it is asserted that the Hm.tat.on 
-p earning nonlinear programming of predetermined objective function" is not sup ported y 
the disclosure originally flled Duly 1, 2003. Claims 1 and 12 have been amended to clarify that 
the predetermined objective function is a predetermined nonlinear objective funcbon. Support 
for the amendment can be found, for example, at p. 8, iine 1 - p. % line 3 of the speclf.cat.on 
orlgll-y filed luiy 1, 2003. Applicant a.so notes that that it is we,, established that the subject 
matter of the claim, need not be described literally in order for the disclosure to sat.sfy the 
description requirement. See MPEP § 2163.02. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests 
that the rejection of claims 1 - 12 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, be withdrawn. 

Claims 1 - 12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
vague and indefinite. In particular, the Examiner asserts that it Is not dear "whether _ 
programming after the inputting of influence factor is programming of the dev.ce or, data entry 
of property related information." As discussed above, claim 1 has been amended to recte a 
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.neuter-implemented method and that nonlinear programming is performed with a 
^SSZLr objective function, accord to stored ^ 
a nge of influence factor va.ue, Oalm 12 has been ,mi.ar.y amende . Based on *e 
description on P . 11, line 11 - p. 16, line 4 (of the substitute ■P"^^" 
2003) the sKII.ed person wouid understand that non.lnear programme is used w.th 1) a 
pred ermlned nonLar objective funct.on that incorporates each of different types of appeal 

; p oaches 2) stored influences factors and 3) a stored range of influence factor values In 
172 a the skilled person would understand that nonlinear programming Is performed us,ng 

he «r «SLJ action and the stored factors/range of values to determine an opt.ma, 

ange appraise, values by taking into account each of the different types of appraisal 

Zals in the nonpar objective function. According,, Applicant 
that the rejection of claims 1 - 12 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, be w.thdrawn. 

Cairns 1 - 12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
Robb.ns (US Pub. No. 2001/0039506) in view of -Modem Real Estate Practice by Ga.aty et .1. 
This ground for rejection is respectfully traversed for the reasons set forth below. 

Claim 1 includes features neither disclosed nor suggested by the cited art, namely: 

sto red influence factors and the stored range of influence factor va.ues 
the different types of appraisal approaches... 

^^^^^^^^^ 

Added) 

Robblns d.sc.oses a rea. estate appraisal method for estimating the va.ue of real estate 
property. In paragraph (0080), Robbins discloses that an appraiser general* cons der the cost 
pproach, the ,ncome approach and the sales comparison approach However, 
disdoses that the real estate appraisal method is performed through the 

(paragraphs [0076] and [0080]). As shown In FIG. 5, Robblns u^e_ 
analvsfc in order to determine the sales condition model (paragraphs [0137 - 0138]). 
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As acknow.edged by the Examiner, Rabbins does not disclose or suggest that a sales 

:rrrrrr-:=-.rr=:.?^f^— 

^g *Z stored influence facws and the stored range of .nnuence factor vaiues 
1 " S added). Pobblns is sllent regarding the use o, g— X— — ^ 
^ sat£fitt£BJa ^ £m . mstead, Pobblns • — 
tntTnmodel. Thus.Robblns does not Indude all of the features of da,m .. 

Gaiety e, a., disease that appraisers ,rad,«»na,ly use the sales «"»*"*^ 

r appraise »L, ,s by each of the three methods and then . ^ 

„ is used to generate a "smo^esUmilS of market value" (emphasrs added). 

Gefcty at .1. do not disclose or suggest Applicants claimed features of "fiBffcmiM 

- rn "fT-'"' "~ oaches- or -providing signa^lndicative of an ogMal^f 
for real estate property ^mih^ m >d non line ar pr no^mnlog 
^iaddld). These features are neither disdosed nor suggested by Gaiety « a, 
„Ld Laty « .1. disdose computing tj^etstesgHa-l^ and .pplymga 
^^ysL ,o generate a single appraisal value. Ga.aty et al. Is sdent on perfo mlng 

Programing «. a predetermined noniinear obiectlve function t at u.s each the 
three types of appraise, approaches. Thus, Gaiety et al. do not .ndude all of the features of 
«Z 1 and do not maK. up for the decencies o, Bobbins. According*, allowance of da,m 1 . 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 2 - 11 include all of the features of Cairn 1 from which they depend. Accordingly, 
claims 2 - 11 are also patentable over the sited art. 
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With respect to claim 12, p. 7 of the Off.ce Action appears to recite 
inadvert W ent ly eLu.es the Examine, reason., as to why of 
Robb ins in view of Galaty et a.. App.icant ^ *~ * tnat re neither 

H alm 12 Although not identical to claim 1, claim 12 includes slm.lar features tna 

r£ r::u > ¥ «. - - — :r:7 

dalm 12- Accord.ngly, allowance of claim 12 » respectfully rsquastod. 
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in view of the amendments and arguments set forth above, the above-identified 
application is in condition for allowance which action is respectfu.ly requested. 



Respectfully submitted, 
RaftrnerPrestia 



LEA/DMG/alb 

Dated: August 16, 2007 

P.O. Box 980 

Valley Forge, PA 19482 

(610) 407-0700 



The Director Is hereby authorized to charge or credit 
Depos t A^unt No. 1M350 for any additional fe« or any 
unXpayrnent or credit for overpayment In connection 
herewith. . 




. h*r«rw rBrtlfv that this correspondence Is being deposited with the 
\!StS£ft& ^-.ce as'flrst cia f s mall, 
in an envelope addrsssed tu: Commissioner for Patents. P.O. Box 
1460W Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on: August 16, 2QD7 




AsVeyQurry 



169954_1.DOC 
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